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In reply to the Office Action dated June 26, 2006, the period for reply which is 
September 26, 2006 (note the PTO-326), Applicant hereby provisionally elects the invention 
of Group II, claims 15-51. This election is made with traverse . 

It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner's determination that Group I (claims 1- 
14) and Group II (claims 15-51) are related as subcombinations usable together is incorrect. 
Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner has mischaracterized the claimed 
inventions by alleging that Group I is drawn to simultaneous writing/verifying process and 
"has separate utility such as verifying (reading) previously written logic filed during writing 
process, but in subcombination 2, writing and reading process do not occur simultaneously." 

As disclosed in the specification, the present invention interleaves the writing of fields 
of a servo frame with reading of fields of a servo frame so that the fields can be verified on- 
the-fly during the servo writing process. This interleaving and verification on-the-fly during 
the servo writing process saves significant time because it is not necessary to first write the 
servo frames and then move the disk to a separate verification station, as is done in the prior 
art, See, for example, paragraphs [0008], [001 1], [0031], [0047], and [0063]. 

It is respectfully submitted that it is clear that Group I is not directed to simultaneous 
writing/verifying and Group II is not directed to writing and reading processes that do not 
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occur simultaneously, as alleged by the Examiner. As discussed above, in both groups the 
reading and writing are interleaved, i.e. do not occur simultaneously. 

It is further respectfully submitted that the search and examination of all of the claims 
can be performed without a serious burden. For example, claim 1 recites, inter alia, 
interleaving the writing of the at least a portion of a position field of a servo frame to a track 
of a storage medium with reading of at least a portion of a previously written logic field of a 
servo frame of a track of the storage medium whereby said portion of the previously written 
logic field can be verified during the servo writing process. Claim 15 recites, inter alia, (C) 
writing a first portion of the position field of said servo frame to a first part of said track with 
the write element; (D) moving the write element relative to the storage medium such that a 
second portion of said position field of said servo frame of said track can be written at a 
position that is at least spaced laterally of the track from said first portion; and (E) during the 
movement in step (D), reading at least a portion of at least one of (i) said logic field of said 
servo frame of said track and (ii) a logic field of a servo frame of another track, in order to 
allow said portion of the logic field to be verified. 

As discussed above, the present invention interleaves the writing of fields of a servo 
frame with reading of fields of servo frame. This is done in order to allow said portion of the 
logic field to be verified, as recited in both claims 1 and 15. Claim 1 specifically recites 
interleaving the writing with reading. Although claim 15 does not specifically recite 
"interleaving," it is respectfully submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
understand that steps (C) - (E) of claim 15 (i.e. writing, moving the write element, and 
reading during movement of the write element) is interleaving of the reading and writing. 
Accordingly, the search and examination required for both claims 1 and 15 should be the 
same, not different as alleged by the Examiner. 
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Reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction requirement are respectfully 
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requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 
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